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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office action is in response to the BPAI decision filed 30 April 2009. Claims 
1-26 are presented for further consideration. 

In view of the BPAI decision filed on 30 April 2009, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. A new ground of rejection is set forth below. A Supervisory Patent 
Examiner (SPE) has approved of reopening prosecution by signing below: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by 
Kuno et al. ["Conversations + Interferences = Business Logic"-retrieved from the 
Internet], hereinafter referred to as Kuno. 

In reference to claim 1 , Kuno discloses: 

• A method for selecting a conversation logic at run-time for a 
workflow definition that includes at least one node with no hard-coded 
conversation logic (abstract; title page), the method comprising the steps of: 

• a) maintaining a conversation logic repository (i.e. UDDI registry of conversation 
definitions; 3.2 Web Service Conversation Language, page 5) that includes at 
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least one conversation logic that is external to the workflow definition (i.e. 
conversation is implemented differently than the workflow logic; 5 Related Work, 
page 12, paragraph 2); 

• b) when executing the node with no hard-coded conversation logic (i.e. e-service 
client not hard-coded with conversation logic; 4.1 Client automation, page 10), 
dynamically discovering a service associated with the node with no hard-coded 
conversation logic (i.e. e-services discovery; 2. Approach, page 1); 

• c) determining a corresponding conversation logic in the conversation logic 
repository based on the discovered service (i.e. conversation mapped to 
appropriate service; 4. Dynamic Conversation Controller for E-services; 
paragraphs 1-3; pages 8-9); and 

• d) dynamically plugging in the determined conversation logic into the node at run 
time (i.e. conversation implemented dynamically during e-service communication; 
4.1. Client automation, page 10). 

In reference to claim 3, Kuno discloses: 

• A method for selecting a conversation logic at run-time (abstract; title page) 
comprising the steps of: 

• maintaining a conversation logic repository that includes at least one 
conversation logic (i.e. UDDI registry of conversation definitions; 3.2 Web Service 
Conversation Language, page 5); 
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• at run-time, sending a service selection query to an electronic services platform 
or other service broker (i.e. e-service discovery; 2 Approach, page 2) ; 

• receiving a returned service identifier (i.e. business service information in 
message; 3.1. UDDI Registries, page 4); and selecting a conversation logic from 
the conversation logic repository based on the returned service identifier (i.e. 
conversation mapped to appropriate service; 4. Dynamic Conversation Controller 
for E-services; paragraphs 1-3; pages 8-9). 

In reference to claim 1 1 , Kuno discloses: 

• A system for dynamically selecting a conversation logic at run-time for a workflow 
definition that includes at least one node with no hard-coded conversation logic 
(abstract; title page) comprising: 

• a) a workflow engine (Related Work, page 12, paragraph 2) for processing 
workflow definitions (i.e. service definition; 3.3. Web-Service Definition 
Language; page 7); 

• b) a conversation logic repository that includes at least one conversation logic 
(i.e. UDDI registry of conversation definitions; 3.2 Web Service Conversation 
Language, page 5) and that is external to the workflow definition (i.e. 
conversation is implemented differently than the workflow logic; 5 Related Work, 
page 12, paragraph 2); 

• c) a dynamic conversation logic selection mechanism for receiving a service 
identifier that is associated with a service at run-time and based thereon for 
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selecting a conversation logic for interacting with the service at run-time (i.e. 
conversation mapped to appropriate service; 4. Dynamic Conversation Controller 
for E-services; paragraphs 1-3; pages 8-9). 

In reference to claim 2, Kuno discloses the method of claim 1 wherein the step of when 
executing the node with no hard-coded conversation logic, dynamically discovering a 
service associated with the node with no hard-coded conversation logic includes the 
steps of: determining a service based on a service selection rule; receiving a service 
reference; and wherein the step of determining a corresponding conversation logic in 
the conversation logic repository based on the discovered service further includes the 
step of using the service reference to determine a conversation logic for the determined 
service (4. Dynamic Conversation Controller for E-services; paragraphs 1-3; pages 8-9). 

In reference to claims 4 and 15, Kuno discloses the method of claim 3 wherein each 
conversation logic is associated with at least one service (4. Dynamic Conversation 
Controller for E-services; paragraphs 1-3; pages 8-9). 

In reference to claims 5 and 16, Kuno discloses the method of claim 3 wherein the 
conversation logic is for the exclusive use of a given composite service (4. Dynamic 
Conversation Controller for E-services; paragraphs 1-3; pages 8-9). 
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In reference to claims 6 and 17, Kuno discloses the method of claim 3 wherein the 
conversation logic is shared by two or more composite services [4. Dynamic 
Conversation Controller for E-services; paragraphs 1-3; pages 8-9). 

In reference to claims 7 and 18, Kuno discloses the method of claim 3 wherein the 
conversation logic is not defined in a workflow at process definition time, the workflow 
defining a procedure that executes services (5 Related Work, page 12, paragraph 2) 

In reference to claim 8, Kuno discloses the method of claim 3 further comprising: 
interacting with a dynamic service discovery mechanism; and dynamically discovering 
services (2. Approach, page 1 ) 

In reference to claims 9 and 19, Kuno discloses the method of claim 3 further 
comprising the step of: performing late binding of the conversation logic at run-time {4.1. 
Client automation, page 1 0). 

In reference to claims 10 and 20, Kuno discloses the method of claim 3 wherein the 
repository is one of a single central database and multiple distributed files (3.2 Web 
Service Conversation Language, page 5). 

In reference to claim 12, Kuno discloses the system of claim 1 1 further comprising: 
d) a source for services; wherein the source discovers services based on a service 
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selection rule; wherein the dynamic conversation logic selection mechanism (DCLSM) 
(i.e. dynamic conversation controller) selects appropriate conversation logic from the 
conversation logic repository based on a discovered service, (4. Dynamic Conversation 
Controller for E-services; pages 8-9). 

In reference to claim 13, Kuno discloses the system of claim 12 wherein the source for 
services is one of a service broker, a service marketplace, an e-services platform, a 
company, and an entity (i.e. e-service; 4.1 Client automation, page 10). 

In reference to claim 14, Kuno the system of claim 11, wherein only services that have a 
conversation protocol compatible with one of the conversation logic available in the 
repository are selected (; 4.1 Client automation, page 10). 

In reference to claims 21-23, Kuno discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
conversation logic repository comprises plural conversation logic, wherein each of the 
plural conversation logic specifies a corresponding set of operations to be performed on 
a respective service, and wherein determining the corresponding conversation logic 
comprises selecting one of the plural conversation logic based on the discovered 
service (3.2 Web Service Conversation Language, pages 5-6). 
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In reference to claim 24, Kuno discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the at least one 
conversation logic comprises a specification of operations to be performed on the 
determined service {2 Approach, pages 2-3). 

In reference to claims 25-26, Kuno discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the at least 
one conversation logic comprises a specification of operations to be performed on a 
service identified by the returned service identifier (3.1. UDDI Registries; page 4). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LASHANYA R. NASH whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3957. The examiner can normally be reached on 9am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571 ) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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